
CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION

ORDER NO. 91-066
NPDES PERMIT NO. CA0037842

AMENDMENT OF WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS, ORDER NO. 89-012

CITIES OF SAN JOSE AND SANTA CLARA
SAN JOSE/SANTA CLARA WATER POLLUTION CONTROL PLANT
SAN JOSE
SANTA CLARA COUNTY

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Francisco Bay Region (hereinafter
called the Board), finds that:

1. The Board adopted Order No. 89-012 (NPDES permit), reissuing waste discharge
requirements for the Cities of San Jose and Santa Clara (hereinafter called the
discharger) on January 18, 1989. The Cities discharge tertiary treated effluent from the
Water Pollution Control Plant into Artesian Slough, tributary to Coyote Creek and
South San Francisco Bay.

2. The Basin Plan prohibits discharges receiving less than 10:1 minimum initial dilution,
discharges to dead-end sloughs, and discharges south of the Dumbarton Bridge.
Discharge south of the Dumbarton Bridge is also prohibited by the State Water
Resources Control Board's Bays and Estuaries policy.

3. The Basin Plan allows exceptions to the discharge prohibitions using the criteria of net
environmental benefit, reclamation, or equivalent protection. Order 89-012 found that
the discharger's treatment plant effluent could not support a finding of net
environmental benefit, because of the harmful effect of the discharge on endangered
species habitat. Order 89-012 found that net environmental benefit could be supported,
provided that the discharger conduct special studies addressing salt marsh conversion,
development of site-specific water quality objectives and effluent limitations for heavy
metals, ammonia removal, avian botulism control, and implement mitigation for the
past loss and degradation of endangered species habitat consistant with Cease and
Desist Order 89-013.

4. In October, 1990, the State Water Resources Control Board (hereinafter called the State
Board) directed the Board to amend Order 89-012. State Board Order WQ 90-5 directed
that exceptions to the Basin Plan Prohibitions should be addressed based on equivalent
protection instead of net environmental benefit. Order WQ 90-5 found that an
exception of equivalent protection could be supported if the discharger was given
water quality based interim effluent concentration limits for metals, revised
performance based mass loading limits for metals, continued requirements for an avian
botulism control program, and implemented mitigation consistant with Order WQ 90-5.
This Order amends Order 89-012 to comply with the State Board Order.












